Additional measures. Study 1 also included an implicit measure of sexual prejudice, and measures of internal and external motivation to respond without prejudice.
the independent and mediator variable and tested whether the relationship between sexual prejudice and opposition to same-sex marriage is mediated by religiosity. A bootstrapping analysis yielded a significant indirect effect (ab=0.100, SE=.042) with a bias-corrected bootstrap confidence interval above zero (0.034 to 0.198), abcs=0.069.
Study 2
As in Study 1, we measured participants' internal (IMS; =.86) and external (EMS; =.78) motivations to respond without prejudice (adapted from Plant & Devine, 1998) . IMS correlated negatively with sexual prejudice, r(210) =-.247, p<.001 , and with willingness to protest against same-sex marriage, r(210) =-.252, p<.001 ; EMS correlated positively with willingness to protest against same-sex marriage, r(210) =.176, p=.010 . Adjusting for these variables did not meaningfully affect the results.
Alternative model. We also tested the alternative model in which religiosity mediated the relationship between sexual prejudice and willingness to protest against samesex marriage, adjusting for perceived category overlap. 2 The bootstrapping analysis yielded a significant indirect effect (ab=0.048, SE=0.018), with a bias-corrected bootstrap confidence interval above zero (0.018 to 0.090), abcs=0.048.
Study 3
Alternative models. We tested several alternative models with different orderings of the variables. In a first alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of political ideology on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (political ideology  religiosity  sexual prejudice  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that political ideology predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity (a1b1=0. 024, SE=0.012, CI95=[0.004, 0.051], a1b1cs=0.026 ) and through sexual prejudice (a2b2=0.196, SE=0.035, CI95=[0.129, 0.268], a2b2cs=0.208) . Political ideology also predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (a1d21b2=0. 094, SE=0.018, CI95=[0.063, 0.136], a1d21b2cs=0.100) .
In a second alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of religiosity on opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice and political ideology in serial (religiosity  sexual prejudice  political ideology  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that religiosity predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice (a1b1=0.379, SE=0.047, CI95=[0.290, 0.475], a1b1cs=0.356) . However, religiosity did not predict opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice and political ideology in serial (a1d21b2=-0.005, SE=0.005, CI95= [-0.015,0.005], a1d21b2cs=-0.004) , nor through political ideology (a2b2=-0.008, SE=0.009, CI95= [-0.027,0.008], a2b2cs=-0.008) .
In a third alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of sexual prejudice on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and political ideology in serial (sexual prejudice  religiosity  political ideology  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that sexual prejudice predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity (a1b1=0. 047, SE=0.022, CI95=[0.007, 0.094], a1b1cs=0.033) . However, sexual prejudice did not predict opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and political ideology in serial (a1d21b2=-0.005, SE=0.005, CI95= 0.004], SE=0.015, 0.014], .
Study 4a
Opposition to same-sex marriage.
Alternative models. We tested several alternative models with different orderings of the variables. In a first alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of resistance to change on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (resistance to change  religiosity  sexual prejudice  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that resistance to change predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity (a1b1=0. 027, SE=0.018, CI95=[0.002, 0.075], a1b1cs=0.010) and through sexual prejudice (a2b2=0.565, SE=0.115, CI95=[0.349, 0.804], a2b2cs=0.209) . Resistance to change also predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (a1d21b2=0.103, SE=0.039, CI95=[0.041, 0.195], a1d21b2cs=0.038) .
In a second alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of religiosity on opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice and resistance to change in serial (religiosity  sexual prejudice  resistance to change  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that religiosity predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice (a1b1=0. 301, SE=0.050, CI95=[0.208, 0.401], a1b1cs=0.266) . However, religiosity did not predict opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice and resistance to change in serial (a1d21b2=-0.001, SE=0.004, CI95= [-0.009,0.006], a1d21b2cs=-0.001) , nor through resistance to change (a2b2=-0.001, SE=0.003, CI95= [-0.010,0.004], a2b2cs=-0.001) .
In a third alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of sexual prejudice on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and resistance to change in serial (sexual prejudice  religiosity  resistance to change  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that none of the indirect effects were significant. Sexual prejudice did not predict opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity (a1b1=0. Willingness to protest against same-sex marriage. This study also included a measure of willingness to protest against same-sex marriage. Participants indicated the extent to which they agreed with two items on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 9 (strongly agree): "I would be willing to send a letter to the government opposing same-sex marriage" and "I would be willing to sign a petition against same-sex marriage" (r a2b2=0.156, SE=0.031, CI95=[0.103, 0.223], a2b2cs=0.152 . Participants who were more religious were more willing to protest against same-sex marriage because they were more opposed to equality and because they were more sexually prejudiced. As hypothesized, the serial mediation indirect effect was also significant, a1d21b2=0. 023, SE=0.008, CI95=[0.009, 0.042], a1d21b2cs=0.022 , indicating that the relationship between religiosity and willingness to protest was mediated by resistance to change and sexual prejudice in serial.
Religiosity was unrelated to willingness to protest independent of the effects of resistance to change and sexual prejudice (c'=0.015, p=.747).
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Opposition to equality. We conducted a similar mediation analysis including opposition to equality and sexual prejudice as mediators, this time adjusting for resistance to change. 6 We obtained a significant total effect for religiosity on willingness to protest, 
Study 4b
Alternative models. We tested several alternative models with different orderings of the variables. In a first alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of resistance to change on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (resistance to change  religiosity  sexual prejudice  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that resistance to change predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity (a1b1=0. 048, SE=0.029, CI95=[0.003, 0.121] , a1b1cs=0.020) and through sexual prejudice (a2b2=0.452, SE=0.088, CI95=[0.291, 0.637], a2b2cs=0.188) . Resistance to change also predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and sexual prejudice in serial (a1d21b2=0.177, SE=0.043, CI95=[0.105, 0.274]; a1d21b2cs=0.074) .
In a second alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of religiosity on opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice and resistance to change in serial (religiosity  sexual prejudice  resistance to change  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that religiosity predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through sexual prejudice In a third alternative model, we estimated the indirect effect of sexual prejudice on opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity and resistance to change in serial (sexual prejudice  religiosity  resistance to change  opposition to same-sex marriage) and found that sexual prejudice predicted opposition to same-sex marriage through religiosity a2b2=0.128, SE=0.023, CI95=[0.085, 0.179], a2b2cs=0.210 . Participants who were more religious were more willing to protest against same-sex marriage because they were more opposed to equality and because they were more sexually prejudiced. As hypothesized, the serial mediation indirect effect was also significant, a1d21b2=0. 018, SE=0.006, CI95=[0.010, 0.032], a1d21b2cs=0.030 , indicating that the relationship between religiosity and willingness to protest was mediated by resistance to change and sexual prejudice in serial.
Religiosity was marginally significantly related to willingness to protest independent of the effects of resistance to change and sexual prejudice (c'=0.052, p=.067).
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Opposition to equality. We conducted a similar mediation analysis including opposition to equality and sexual prejudice as mediators, this time adjusting for resistance to change. 11 We obtained a significant total effect for religiosity on willingness to protest, To further investigate whether a preference for the status quo helps account for religious opposition to same-sex marriage, this additional study examined whether the relationship between religiosity and opposition to same-sex marriage was mediated by system justification motivation.
Method.
Participants and procedure. In the fall of 2008, we administered an online survey to 437 heterosexual undergraduate students (Mage=18.80, SD=.90; 317 females) who participated in a mass-testing session at New York University. 13 Participants completed measures of religiosity, system justification, and opposition to same-sex marriage, and provided demographic background information.
Materials.
Religiosity. Rather than indicating their religious commitment on a single-item religiosity scale, participants rated their endorsement of two religious stances on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 9 (strongly agree). System justification motivation. Participants completed the general (or diffuse) system justification scale (Kay & Jost, 2003) , which includes 8 statements assessing the tendency to justify the American system on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 9 (strongly 13 These mass testing sessions were held at the beginning of each academic semester among Introductory Psychology students. They included many other measures that were not related to this research. agree). Sample items are: "American society needs to be radically restructured" (reversecoded) and "Society is set up so that people usually get what they deserve" (=.77).
Opposition to same-sex marriage. Participants indicated their opposition to same-sex marriage by rating the following item on a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 9 (strongly agree): "Marriage should be defined as a union between a man and a woman only."
Results and discussion.
Descriptives are provided in Table O We conducted a mediation analysis to test whether the relationship between religiosity and opposition to same-sex marriage was mediated by system justification motivation (see Table P in the online supplement for the regression estimates).
As depicted in Figure C , religiosity indirectly influenced opposition to same-sex marriage through its effect on system justification. Participants who were more religious were more motivated to justify the status quo (a=0.133) and, in turn, more opposed to same-sex marriage (b=0.185). The confidence interval for the indirect effect (ab=0.025, SE=0.014) was above zero (0.002 to 0.058), abcs=0.020. 14 There was also evidence that religiosity influenced opposition to same-sex marriage independent of its effect on system justification (c'=0.667,
p<.001).
In this additional study, we found that system justification also predicts opposition to same-sex marriage and that it mediates the relationship between religiosity and opposition to same-sex marriage. This is consistent with the finding in the other studies that conservative political ideology underlies religious opposition to same-sex marriage.
Alternative model. We also tested the alternative model in which religiosity mediated the relationship between system justification and opposition to same-sex marriage. The bootstrapping analysis yielded a significant indirect effect (ab=0.246, SE=0.056) with a biascorrected bootstrap confidence interval above zero (0.148 to 0.371), abcs = 0.120. Note. Participant sex was effect-coded with female as -1 and male as 1. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001. .12* Note. Participant sex was effect-coded with female as -1 and male as 1. * p < .05. ** p < .01, *** p < .001. Figure A . Serial multiple mediator model predicting willingness to protest against same-sex marriage from religiosity, resistance to change, and sexual prejudice, adjusting for opposition to equality (Study 4a).
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